.Remarks and Arg gift easts 



Claims ! -20 arc pending. Claim 1 is currently amended. 

li £ I xami.nei s objection osurs 
f is v fi \| | ' „ant » \ : , i ' ' u v. v. x >. f v 

explanation. 

Rejfrcfwn.s Under 35 USC 112 

Claims 1-20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 1 2, as being indefinite. ! neb issue 
i aised >- i ed below. 

Claim Iwas rejected because the relation between the acoustic locator and the VDR is 
ambiguous. More specifically, the Examiner asserts that claim 1 teaches that the VDR 
includes elements a-fil but the acoustic locator (element f) 1 .lev r xxi m > b->t : ^ bourn 
"coupled to the VDR". Applicant requests reconsideration of this rejection in view of the 
present, amendment to claim 1 . Claim 1 has been amended to specif) thai xhc VDR sssiem 
eludes )h that th f c - pk the housing Support .tor this 

ai end sent is c ! Icasi tragraph i No new 

matter is presented. Accordingly, claim 1 and dependent claims 2-20 are allowable under 

Rejections Under 33 USC 103 

h„ _x<<~Mnei eicetco** * ■> 

Masten Jr. (US 2003/01852%) in view of Li, et a) (US 2003/00976611 ) and further in view of 
Bartoe, Jr. et al (US 3,688,029), As described in Applicant's specification, the pattern 
•A \ Uori pari in am ic 1 tore pe hs Hons t t x I em and used 

k \ Uh ki WS „ i n «. ft ,:\r^sv I MH, -C < CiO I > . ivi \ HM U 

"Bartoe teaches an acoustic locator 21 (fig, I ) comprising a pattern generator coupled to the 
video data recorder 24 (fig. 1) (col. 11, lines 48-56)", The Examiner asserts thai It would 
have been obvious to include an acoustic locator 21 of Bartoe to the V DR taught by Hasten 
"hi order le u»e he \ PR to detect fx- !>>cat o ) i hect re atwe u< the \ 1>11 system ou 
bi<arc a mat me u- !, \ ie Xvin ^ ' e^Uvs s 

t'tOiiN t \ ^ ^ e^ i ! v, um i 



Claim I has been amended to specify that the DYK system includes a housing and an 
acoustic locator coupled to the housing to assist m locating the DVR system in an 

, „\icet\m Ihec, m 1 I n ! vaIs t 

construction. First \oolkvovr o^pcenulb sane so that M ok-c A doc. n-i eoch\,c. leach or 
suggest an "aircraft DVR sy stent" comprising, among other elements, ''a hardened housing 
for protecting the digital memory array from damage in the event of an accident" as specified 
m claim 1. Masten if ^,u. * . is ok iciu^.' t nan .because 

Maste.n obviously fails to appreciate any of the problems associated with making an aircraft 
DVRsystcn - k s ^ s,d survive the stres 

Lietal norBartoe Jr cures mse deficien % s < \ m< * 

i il ugg< tn aircraft DVR system < clfk claim L as 

amended. Second, the combined references certainly do not teach an "aircraft DVR system" 
which operates according to an I P protocol as specified in claim L Accordingly; claim I as 
amended is allowable over the combined references under Section 1§3. 

Claims 2-20, which are dependent upon claim I, are allowable for the reasons set 
forth regarding claim 1, and further in view of the additional subject matter set forth therein. 
For example, claim 4 specifies thai the signal generating device Is an IP protocol camera, and 
none of the cited references teach such a construction. Also, for example, claim 10 specifies 
th t lie ig a , , \ s _ > ! „ p; s 

The references certainly do not teach this construction. Clea \ the ml md references do 
<a fvaeh ti c 1 

\pp leant ! icti i f <. 

references t < > * v v . » ■* * ' e v „ >. < ^ vndment is 

x v to ' ^ * v. i 'no f 0 \ 

s , s u k» , s sin I h- m rtei \ luc 

perram to this App n \ v s encouraged to v> ntov . ., grud m 

these matters by Examiner's Amendment where possible. 

o v ^o n - > v. ow ,\ t <, i c withdraw or credit any filing fees or 

extenslo; tee; associated with this Response rom M Land rep I I P Den m \ec at - > 

50-4I2S. 
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Date: May 24, 2007 

\ :<* .m i A\,vt ^ s r 

1609 Shoal Creek Blvd., Ste. 100 
\ n, Texas 7870 
Telephone: (512) 499-8900 
facsimile;. (512) 320-8906 
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